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DETAILED ACTION 



1. Claims 1-29 have been re-examined with the amended limitations and 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a). 

2. This is a FINAL rejection because Applicant's amendment includes new 
grounds of rejection. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 



3. Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mears, Bt Al. (US 6^438,580), and further in view of 
Liddy, Et Al. (US 6,026,388). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



As per claim 1: 

Mears, Et AL teaches a method for use in a computer comprising: 
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while booting a computer and prior to allowing a user to logon on the 
computer (col.4, lines 11-15), arranging for a markup language rendering 
engine (col. 4, lines 43-46) to be loaded substantially near the beginning of an 
operating system initialization procedure; (col.5, lines 11-15) and 

providing markup language code suitable for use with the markup 
language rendering engine (col. 5, lines 31-43), the markup language being 
capable of soliciting at least one user input (col.5, lines 60-67) when rendered 
by the markup language rendering engine, the user input being associated with 
a user registration process (col. 7, lines 44-62). 

The Examiner asserts user registration of Mears (coL7, lines 47-54) can 
also be a logon process because both the registration and logon process is 
where personal information is entered regarding the user to identify him/her to 
the computer. Although, Mears did teach the registration/ logon process, 
Mears did not fully disclose to selectively allow a user to logon to a computer. 

Liddy, Et Al. discloses the logon process in the form of a sign-on utilizing 
the GUI screen to allow users to interact with the system to select data 
resources, to create a natural language query, and to select criteria for 
retrieving and displaying documents. Liddy discusses that the GUI screens 
includes pull-down menus, a menu bar and various on screen windows for 
user inputs and interactions (col. 27, lines 6-52). Further, Liddy teaches the 
selective sign-on process at the initial screen where only users with registered 
usernames and valid passwords are allowed for access (col.28, lines 41-50). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to include selectively allow a user to logon to the 
computer would be for security purposes wherein only users that are registered 
that enters a registered username and valid password are allowed to proceed 
(coL28, lines 47-50). 
As per claim 2: 

Mears disclose providing the markup language code further includes providing 
user data, the user data being operatively associated with the user logon 
process, (col.7, lines 44-62) 
As per claim 3: 

Mears discloses the user data includes data selected from a set comprising a 
list of users, a text identifier, a graphical identifier, a password enabled 
identifier, and password hint data, and related user information data. (col. 7, 
lines 45-54) 
As per claim 4: 

Mears includes configuring the markup language rendering engine to display at 
least a portion of the user data based on the markup language code. 
(col.4, lines 36-50) 
As per claim 5: 

As rejected in claim 1 and further includes Liddy discussing configuring the 
markup language code to provide the user input to an authorization entity for 
validation determination. (coL28y lines 45-48) 
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As per claim 6: 

Mears discusses the user input includes at least one input selected from a 
group of inputs comprising a user name (col. 7, lines 50-51), and Liddy 
discusses a user identifier and a password (coL28, lines 45-48). 
As per claim 7: 

Mears includes hypertext markup language (HTML), (col. 3, lines 41-42) 
As per claim 8: 

Mears teaches a computer-readable medium having computer-executable 
instructions for causing one or more processors to perform acts comprising 
while booting a computer and prior to allowing a user to logon on the computer 
(col.4, lines 11-15), arranging for a markup language rendering engine (coL4, 
lines 43-46) to be loaded substantially near the beginning of an operating 
system initialization procedure; (coL5y lines 11-15) and providing markup 
language code suitable for use with the markup language rendering engine 
(col. 5, lines 31-43), the markup language being capable of soliciting at least 
one user input (coL5, lines 60-67) when rendered by the markup language 
rendering engine, the user input being associated with a user registration 
process (col.7, lines 44-62). 

The Examiner asserts user registration of Mears (coL7, lines 47-54) can 
also be a logon process because both the registration and logon process is 
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where personal information is entered regarding the user to identify him/her to 
the computer. Although, Mears did teach the registration/ logon process, 
Mears did not fully disclose to selectively allow a user to logon to a computer. 

Liddy, Et Al. discloses the logon process in the form of a sign-on utilizing 
the GUI screen to allow users to interact with the system to select data 
resources, to create a natural language query, and to select criteria for 
retrieving and displaying documents. Liddy discusses that the GUI screens 
includes pull-down menus, a menu bar and various on screen windows for 
user inputs and interactions (col.27, lines 6-52). Further, Liddy teaches the 
selective sign-on process at the initial screen where only users with registered 
usernames and valid passwords are allowed for access (coL28, lines 41-50). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to include selectively allow a user to logon to the 
computer would be for security purposes wherein only users that are registered 
that enters a registered username and valid password are allowed to proceed 
(col.28, lines 47-50). 
As per claim 9: 

Mears disclose providing the markup language code further includes providing 
user data, the user data being operatively associated with the user logon 
process. (coL7, lines 44-62) 
As per claim 10: 
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Mears discloses the user data includes data selected from a set comprising a 
list of users, a text identifier, a graphical identifier, a password enabled 
identifier, and password hint data, and related user information data. (coL7, 
lines 45-54) 
As per claim 11: 

Mears includes configuring the markup language rendering engine to display at 
least a portion of the user data based on the markup language code. (coL4, 
lines 36-50) 
As per claim 12: 

As rejected in claim 8 and further includes Liddy discussing configuring the 
markup language code to provide the user input to an authorization entity for 
validation determination. (coL28, lines 45-48) 
As per claim 13: 

Mears discusses the user input includes at least one input selected from a 
group of inputs comprising a user name (col.7, lines 50-51), and Liddy 
discusses a user identifier and a password (col.28, lines 45-48). 
As per claim 14: 

Mears includes hypertext markup language (HTML). (coL3, lines 41-42) 
As per claim 15: 

Mears teaches an arrangement including a memory, a data storage 
device, a display device, and a processor operatively coupled to the memory, 
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data storage device and the display device, the arrangement comprising (coL4, 
lines 28-35): 

a markup language rendering engine (coL4, lines 43-46) stored within 
the data storage device and suitable for loading in the memory (coL4, lines 8- 
10) substantially near the beginning of an operating system initialization 
procedure (coLS, lines 11-15) while booting a computer and prior to allowing a 
user to logon on the computer (col.4, lines 11-15); and 

markup language code suitable stored in the data storage device and 
configurable for use with the markup language rendering engine (col. 5, lines 
31-43), the markup language being capable of soliciting at least one user input 
(col. 5, lines 60-67) when rendered by the markup language rendering engine, 
the user input being associated with a user registration process (col. 7, lines 
44-62). 

The Examiner asserts user registration of Mears (col. 7, lines 47-54) can 

also be a logon process because both the registration and logon process is 
where personal information is entered regarding the user to identify him/her to 
the computer. Although, Mears did teach the registration/ logon process, 
Mears did not fully disclose to selectively allow a user to logon to a computer. 

Liddy, Et Al. discloses the logon process in the form of a sign-on utilizing 
the GUI screen to allow users to interact with the system to select data 
resources, to create a natural language query, and to select criteria for 
retrieving and displaying documents. Liddy discusses that the GUI screens 
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includes pull-down menus, a menu bar and various on screen windows for 
user inputs and interactions (coL27, lines 6-52). Further, Liddy teaches the 
selective sign-on process at the initial screen where only users with registered 
usernames and valid passwords are allowed for access (coL28, lines 41-50). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention combine Mears to include selectively allow a 
user to logon to the computer of Liddy would be for security purposes wherein 
only users that are registered that enters a registered username and valid 
password are allowed to proceed (coL28, lines 47-50). 
As per claim 16: 

Mears disclose providing the markup language code further includes providing 
user data, the user data being operatively associated with the user logon 
process, (col.7, lines 44-62) 
As per claim 17: 

Mears discloses the user data includes data selected from a set comprising a 
list of users, a text identifier, a graphical identifier, a password enabled 
identifier, and password hint data, and related user information data. (col. 7, 
lines 45-54) 
As per claim 18: 

Mears includes configuring the markup language rendering engine to display at 
least a portion of the user data based on the markup language code, (col.4, 
lines 36-50) 



Application /Control Number: 09/539,231 
Art Unit: 2135 



Page 10 



As per claim 19: 

As rejected in claim 16 and further includes Liddy discussing a user input to 
an authorization entity for validation determination based on the markup 
language code. (coL28, lines 45-48) 
As per claim 20: 

Mears discusses the user input includes at least one input selected from a 
group of inputs comprising a user name (col. 7, lines 50-51), and Liddy 
discusses a user identifier and a password (coL28, lines 45-48). 
(col. 7, lines 37-38) 
As per claim 21: 

Mears includes hypertext markup language (HTML), (col.3, lines 41-42) 
As per claim 22: 

Mears teaches a method for use in booting a computer and logging users 
onto the computer the method comprising: 

prior to allowing a user to logon to a computer (col.4, lines 11-15), 
loading a markup language rendering engine (coL4, lines 43-46) substantially 
near the beginning of an operating system initialization procedure; (col. 5, 
lines 11-15) 

retrieving user data from the operating system; (coL5, lines 20-30) 
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rendering markup language code associated with a logon screen using at 
least a portion of the user data; (coL4, lines 36-50) 

collecting at least one user input associated with the logon screen; and 
(coL7, lines 50-51) 

The Examiner asserts user registration of Mears (coL7, lines 47-54) can 
also be a logon process because both the registration and logon process is 
where personal information is entered regarding the user to identify him/her to 
the computer. Although, Mears did teach the user input associated with the 
registration/ logon screen, Mears did not fully disclose establishing a logon 
session if the user input is valid. 

Liddy, Et Al. discloses the logon process in the form of a sign-on 
utilizing the GUI screen to allow users to interact with the system to select data 
resources, to create a natural language query, and to select criteria for 
retrieving and displaying documents. Liddy discusses that the GUI screens 
includes pull-down menus, a menu bar and various on screen windows for 
user inputs and interactions (col.27, lines 6-52). Further, Liddy teaches the 
sign-on process at the initial screen establishing a logon session if the user 
input is valid (coL28y lines 48-50). 

It would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include establishing a logon session if the user input is 
valid as taught in Liddy, would be for security purposes wherein only users 
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that are registered that enters a registered usemame and valid password are 
allowed to proceed (col.28, lines 44-50). 

As per claim 23: 

Mears discusses the user input associated with the registration/ logon 
screen (col. 7, lines 47-54). However, Mears did not fully disclose causing the 
user input to be authenticated. 

Liddy, Et Al. discloses the logon process in the form of a sign-on 
utilizing the GUI screen to allow users to interact with the system to select data 
resources, to create a natural language query, and to select criteria for 
retrieving and displaying documents (coL27, lines 6-52). Further, Liddy 
teaches the sign-on process including registered username and valid password 
entered by the user (coL28, lines 48-50), which is in the form of 
authenticating the user input. 

It would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to authenticate the user input as taught in Liddy, would 
be for security purposes wherein only users that are registered that enters a 
registered username and valid password are allowed to proceed (coL28, lines 
44-50). 

As per claim 24: 
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As rejected in claim 22 and further includes Liddy discussing providing the 
user input to an authorization entity for validation determination. (coL28, 
lines 45-48) 

As per claim 25: 

Mears discloses the user data includes data selected from a set comprising a 
list of users, a text identifier, a graphical identifier, a password enabled 
identifier, and password hint data, and related user information data, (col.7, 
lines 45-54) 
As per claim 26: 

Huang includes hypertext markup language (HTML), (col.3, lines 41-42) 
As per claim 27: 

Mears teaches a markup language based logon user interface 
arrangement for user in logging users onto of a computer, the user interface 
comprising: 

a logon screen displayed while booting the computer and prior to 
allowing a user to logon to a computer; (€01.4, lines 11-35) 

a user logon area within the logon screen (col. 7, lines 42-47), the user 
logon area visually identifying a plurality of users using text identifiers and 
graphical identifiers, such that each text identifier and graphical identifier are 
selectable by the user through the user interface (col. 7, lines 57-59). The 
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Examiner asserts user registration of Mears (coL7, lines 47-54) can also be a 
logon process because both the registration and logon process is where 
personal information is entered regarding the user to identify him/her to 
access the computer. 

Although, Mears did teach the user input associated with the 
registration/ logon screen, Mears did not fully disclose prompting the user to 
input a password and a single selectable shut down mechanism configured to 
shut the computer down when selected through the user interface by the user. 

It is inherent that computers have a shut down mechanism option placed 
on a window for a user to select when wanting to shut the computer off. The 
Examiner ascertains the shut down option and the logon option is amongst the 
various functions if an appropriate command is selected on the screen. 

It would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to prompt a user to input a password as taught in Liddy, 
would be for security purposes wherein only registered users who inputs a 
valid password are allowed to proceed (C0L289 lines 44-50). 
As per claim 28: 

Mears discloses the logon screen (coL7, lines 47-52) is rendered substantially 
near the beginning of the initialization of the operating system using a markup 
language rendering engine (col.4, lines 11-46). 
As per claim 29: 

Mears includes hypertext markup language (HTML). (coL3, lines 41-42) 
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Conclusion 



***For more details and explanations on the rejection above, please refer to: 

MEARS, ET AL. on col.3, line 2...Et. SEQ. 
LIDDY, ET AL. on col.5, line 2...Et. SEQ. 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply 
is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to LEYNNA T. HA whose telephone 
number is (703) 305-3853. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday 
- Thursday (7:00 - 5:00PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (703) 305-4393. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 



LHa 



SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAM!KZ?: 
TEChJNOLOGY CENTER 21C0 




